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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timety filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specined above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timety. 

- If NO period for reply is specifled above, the maximum statutory period will appty and v^ll expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply wKhin the set or extended period for reply will. t)y statute, cause the application to tiecome ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the OfTice later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timety filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)K Responsive to (X)mmunication(s) filed on 15 October 2002 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonmal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex pa/te Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-5.7-15 and 17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-5.7-15 and 17 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Same*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 

1 ) M Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) n Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) [3 Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) CI Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 



Office Action Sumniary 



Part of Paper No. 9 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

This action is in response to the Applicants' amendment, paper number 8, filed 
on October 15, 2002. Claims 6 and 16 have been canceled. Claims 1-5, 7-15, and 17 
are pending and will be considered for examination. 



Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed 2-17-02 fails to comply with 37 CFR 
1 .98(a)(3) because it does not include a concise explanation of the relevance, as it is 
presently understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56(c) most 
knowledgeable about the content of the information, of each patent listed that is not in 
the English language. It has been placed in the application file, but the information 
referred to therein has not been considered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claim 1 invokes 112, 6^ paragraph by reciting, 
"selecting means for selecting..." and "input means for inputting..." However, the 
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specification does not provide structural support for these limitations. For thjs reason 
claims 1-9 are rendered indefinite. For examination purposes, the examiner will 
assume that these limitations refer to any structure capable of performing the recite 
functions. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1, 4, 7-10, 13-15, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wiecha (US Patent 5,870, 717) in view of Doyle et al (US Patent 
5,694,551). Wichea discloses a system and method for ordering items over a computer 
network using an electronic catalog comprising: 

• A display means for displaying the information; 

• A database with pre-approved catalogs for the user; 

• A purchase approving means capable of storage of approval or rejection; 

• A selecting means for selecting a desired article; 

• An input means for inputting information representing approval or rejection 
of selected item; 

• A user is notified of notified of price changes; 

• Inputting the information about the wanted item; 

• List of approvers; 

• The deleting of a line item once an order has been placed with the vendor; 
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• Uses an internet browser on the client terminal; 

• Uses an intranet; and Program code. 

Wiecha does not disclose displaying the items of information in a list window capable of 
displaying the articles as a list. However, Doyle teaches displaying a vendor's catalog 
of items as a list (Figure 13; column 5, lines 21-26). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to 
incorporate the teachings of Doyle into the system and method of Wiecha. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so in order to use a well-known 
technique of displaying items. 

Claims 2, 3, 11, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wiecha and Doyle in view of Langhans et al (US Patent 
5,500,513). Wiecha and Doyle lack a group identifier. However, Langhans teaches the 
use of a division identifier, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to provide Wiecha with a division identifier as taught by 
Langhans in order to facilitate the approval process. It behooves the approver to know 
what the requester does in order to determine if the request pertains to the work of the 
requester. 

Claims 2-5, 12, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wiecha and Doyle in view of Barnes et al (US Patent 5,970,475). 

Barnes discloses purchasing control system comprising: 

• A hierarchical structure identifier; 

• Means to adjust the hierarchy; 
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• Department adjuster; 

• Level of "authorization defining pre-selected goods/services that the user 
has available for viewing from said supplied catalog"; 

• Users having access to different areas depending on the tasks they 
perform; 

• Purchase approving means notifying a user that a purchase price exceeds 
a predetermined limit; 

Wiecha lacks the explicit disclosure of: 

• The ranking of employees, and 

• The determining the catalog based on the ranking. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to provide Wiecha and Doyle with the means to rank employees as taught by Barnes in 
order to determine which employees were able to aid the approver in approving the 
request. It would also have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to provide Wiecha and Doyle with limiting the catalog for certain users as 
taught by Barnes in order to save time by limiting what a user could see in the vendor's 
catalog. Finally it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to provide Wiecha and Doyle with a means of notifying a user that a 
spending limit had been exceeded in order to ensure that a user did not exceed his or 
her limit. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed October 15, 2002 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicants have argued that Wiecha does not teach or suggest deleting line items 
in response to input of information representing approval of the purchase of a selected 
article. The examiner respectfully disagrees. As noted in the First Action, Wiecha 
teaches deleting of a line item once an order has been placed with a vendor. Therefore 
the input of information representing approval of the purchase is inherent in the system 
and method of Wiecha since an order cannot be placed with a vendor unless it has 
been approved. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Naeem Haq whose telephone number is (703)-305- 
3930. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wynn Coggins can be reached on (703)-308-1 344. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703)- 
305-7687 for regular communications and (703)-305-7687 for After Final 
communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)- 
308-1113. 




Naeem Haq, Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3625 

November 26, 2002 



